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REMARKS 

It is respectfully noted that the Examiner's Answer (including the "Response to 
Argument" section) is an almost exact copy of the Final Office Action. The Appeal Brief filed 
on May 13, 2010 addressed each of the arguments outlined in the Final Office Action. By 
merely copjdng the Final Office Action, the Examiner's Answer fails to respond to any of the 
arguments in the Appeal Brief. The arguments provided in the Appeal Brief are believed to be 
more than sufficient to address the arguments presented in the Final Office Action and to 
establish patentability of the pending claims over the Carruther's reference. Thus, no further 
reply is believed necessary. 



As noted in the Appeal Brief, the rejection of Claims 21-28 and 30-37 under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 103(a) lacks the requisite factual and legal basis. Appellants respectfiiUy submit that the 

rejection to Claims 21-28 and 30-37 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) are not viable and respectfully 
solicit the Honorable Board to reverse this rejection made under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a). 

Respectfully submitted, 

HICKMAN PALERMO TRUONG & BECKER LLP 
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